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2a)l3 This action is FINAL. 2b)D Tliis action is non-final. 

3) 0 Since this application is in condition for allowance except for formal matters, prosecution as to the merits is 
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Application Papers 
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Replacement drawing sheet(s) including the connection is required if the drawing(s) is objected to. See 37 CFR 1.121(d). 
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DETAILED ACTION 



Status of claims 

1. In response filed February 27, 2006, the applicant amended claims 1,15, 29, and 
42. No claims have been cancelled and no new claims have been introduced. Claims 
1-42 are pending in the current application. 



Response to Arguments 
2. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-42 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Applicant states that Doyle et al (U.S. Pat No. 5.694,551) "is essentially a 
message handling system that receives and fonA^ards other requests for handling by the 
supplier/vender." (Page 11) The Examiner respectfully disagrees. Doyle et al disclose 
a system located on site at the central supplier provides a centralized data processing 
for the entire channel supplier system. And efficiently handle all aspects of customer 
orders channeled to a central supplier and filled by departments of the central supplier 
or by outside vendors, (col 2: lines 8-10, 40-43) Effectively, Doyle's invention receives 
order invoices and fulfills the order from its departments, only is the departments cannot 
fulfill the order are the invoices send out to outside vendors for fulfillment. The 
applicant's claim language as directed in the claims fails to distinguish it from Doyle's 
disclosure as being novel. 



Application/Control Number: 10/014,789 Page 3 

Art Unit: 3639 

As per claim 1, the applicant claim "A method for sharing, tracking and updating 
supply chain purchasing transactional information from a buyer, comprising the steps: 

Importing a purchase order having one or more user defined attributes, wherein 
said purchase order is associated with a first supply chain trading partner; and 

Creating in real time a corresponding delivery order having one or more user 
defined attributes, wherein said corresponding delivery order associated with a second 
supply chain trading partner, said delivery order being accessible by said buyer and 
said first trading partner." 

Doyle discloses the mainframe computer executes a transaction software 
program described below to collect and process the data for customer order, shipment 
/ tracking and invoicing, (col 2: lines 66-67) The main computer system segregates data, 
such as requisition item information, from the data supplied by the customer and 
collates that information by individual vendors and internal departments. If the 
requisition item is to be delivered by an internal department, then the information 
needed to fulfill the order, such as ship-to and requisition item information is transmitted 
directly to the appropriate department computer system, (col 4: lines 4-11) From the 
above disclosure it is clear that Doyle teaches importing a purchase order associated 
with a first supply chain trading partner (main computer system), and then from that 
purchase order creating a delivery order for the department or an outside vendor 
(second supply chain trading partner) that is responsible in fulfilling the order. Doyle 
does not expressly disclose that the delivery order is created in real time per se. 
However, it would have been obvious for Doyle and well known in the arts to want to 
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create the delivery order as soon as possible after receiving the purchase order to 
ensure the fastest processing time and that the customers can receive the orders 
without delay. Doyle also discloses pending (even non-completed) requisition data is 
accessible from the database on the customer computer system, (col 4: lines 46-48) 
Doyle therefore teaches that the delivery order is accessible by the buyer, to view 
shipping infomiation and other order related information. It would be obvious that the 
first trading partner (main computer system) can also view the delivery order because it 
needs to delegate and manage the orders through the outside vendors. 

Independent claims 15, 29, and 42 recites similar claim language and are 
therefore rejected according to the above reasoning. 

3. As per claims 2-13, it is noted that the features upon which applicant relies are 
not recited in the rejected claim(s). Although the claims are interpreted in light of the 
specification, limitations from the specification are not read into the claims. See In re 
Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1181, 26 USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

As per claim 2, Doyle discloses creating a configurable status attribute for said 
delivery order, (coi 4: lines 15-17, Fig 10) 

As per claim 3, Doyle disclose receiving purchase orders and then if the 
requisition item is to be delivered by an internal department, the information needed to 
fulfill the orders transmitted directly to the appropriate department computer system, (col 
4: lines 5-11) Therefore, it is inherent that the data are imported from purchase order 
into delivery order. 
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As per claim 4, Doyle disclose monitoring for changes to data contained in said 
delivery order (col 5: lines 60-65) 

As per claim 5, Doyle disclose comparing said changes to said data and 
determining whether a business rule has been violated, (col 6: lines 65-67) 

As per claim 6, Doyle disclose step of notifying one of said trading partners when 
a business rule has been violated, (col 6: lines 65-67; col 7: lines 31-34, 47-50) 

As per claim 7, Doyle disclose creating a filter configured so that said filter allows 
a third trading partner to access said delivery order based on a third party attribute in 
said delivery order (col 1: lines 26-31; col 3: lines 34-36) 

As per claim 8. Doyle disclose creating a filter configured so that said filter allows 
a third trading partner to access said delivery order based on a status attribute in said 
deliver order (col 3: lines 37-40) 

As per claim 9, Doyle disclose making accessible data contained in said delivery 
order to a logistical application, (col 2: line 66-67; col 3: lines 1-4) 

As per claim 10, Doyle disclose wherein said logistical application is a transport 
application, (col 1: lines 44-51) 

As per claim 1 1 , Doyle disclose said logistical application is a monitoring 
application, (col 2: line 66-67; col 3: lines 1-4) 

As per claim 12, Doyle disclose said delivery order corresponds to said purchase 
order based on a purchase order attribute for said delivery order, (col 4: lines 4-14) 

As per claim 13, Doyle disclose steps of creating a one-to-many attribute in said 
delivery order (col 3: lines 30-31) 
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4. As per claims 14, 28 and 41 , in response to applicant's argument that the 
examiner's conclusion of obviousness is based upon improper hindsight reasoning, it 
must be recognized that any judgment on obviousness is in a sense necessarily a 
reconstruction based upon hindsight reasoning. But so long as it takes into account 
only knowledge which was within the level of ordinary skill at the time the claimed 
invention was made, and does not include knowledge gleaned only from the applicant's 
disclosure, such a reconstruction is proper. See In re McLaughlin, 443 F.2d 1392, 170 
USPQ 209 (CCPA1971). 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

6. Claims 1-13, 15-27, 29-40, 42 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S. Pat No. 5,694,551 to Doyle et al. 

Referring to claims 1,15, 29, 42: 

A method for sharing, tracking and updating supply chain purchasing 
transactional information from a buyer, comprising the steps: 
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Importing a purchase order having one or more user defined attributes, wherein 
said purchase order is associated with a first supply chain trading partner; and (col 1: 
lines 26-30; col 2: lines 66-67; col 3: line 1 ; col 4: lines 4-1 1 ; col 5: lines 30-36) 

Creating in real time a corresponding delivery order having one or more user 
defined attributes, wherein said corresponding delivery order associated with a second 
supply chain trading partner, said deliver order being accessible by said buyer and said 
first trading partner, (col 4: lines 4-14; col 6: lines 45-59; col 8: lines 40-46) 

Doyle does not expressly disclose that the delivery order is created in real time 
per se. However, it would have been obvious for Doyle and well known in the arts to 
want to create the delivery order as soon as possible after receiving the purchase order 
to ensure the fastest processing time and that the customers can receive the orders 
without delay. Doyle also discloses pending (even non-completed) requisition data is 
accessible from the database on the customer computer system, (col 4: lines 46-48) 
Doyle therefore teaches that the delivery order is accessible by the buyer, to view 
shipping infonnation and other order related information. It would be obvious that the 
first trading partner (main computer system) can also view the delivery order because it 
needs to delegate and manage the orders through the outside vendors. 

Referring to claims 2. 17: 

The method according to Claim 1 , further comprising the step of creating a 
configurable status attribute for said delivery order, (col 4: lines 15-17; Fig 10) 
Referring to claims 3, 18, 36: 
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The method according to Claim 1 . wherein said step of creating said 
corresponding delivery order further includes the step of importing data from said 
purchase order into said delivery order, (col 4: lines 4-14; col 6: lines 45*59; col 8: lines 
40-46) 

Referring to claims 4, 19, 33: 

The method according to Claim 1 . further comprising the step of monitoring for 
changes to data contained in said delivery order, (col 5: lines 5-7) 
Referring to claims 5, 20, 34: 

The method according to Claim 4, further comprising the step of comparing said 
changes to said data and determining whether a business rule has been violated, (col 6: 
lines 65-67) 

Referring to claims 6, 21, 35: 

The method according to Claim 5, further comprising the step of notifying one of 
said trading partners when a business rule has been violated, (col 6: lines 65-67; col 7: 
lines 31-34, 47-50) 

Referring to claims 7, 22, 31: 

The method according to Claim 1 , further comprising the step of creating a filter 
configured so that said filter allows a third trading partner to access said delivery order 
based on a third party attribute in said delivery order, (col 1: lines 26-31; col 3: lines 34- 
36) 

Referring to claims 8, 23, 32: 



Application/Control Number: 10/014,789 Page 9 

Art Unit: 3639 

The method according to Claim 1 , further comprising the step of creating a filter 
configured so that said filter allows a third trading partner to access said delivery order 
based on a status attribute in said deliver order, (col 3: lines 37-40) 

Referring to claims 9, 24, 37: 

The method according to Claim 1, further comprising the step of making 
accessible data contained in said delivery order to a logistical application, (col 2: line 66- 
67; col 3: lines 1-4) 

Referring to claims 10, 25, 38: 

The method according to Claim 9, wherein said logistical application is a 
transport application, (col 1: lines 44-51) 
Referring to claims 11, 26, 39: 

The method according to Claim 9, wherein said logistical application is a 
monitoring application, (col 2: line 66-67; col 3: lines 1-4) 
Referring to claim 12: 

The method according to Claim 1 , wherein said delivery order corresponds to 
said purchase order based on a purchase order attribute for said delivery order, (col 4: 
lines 4-14) 

Referring to claims 13, 27. 40: 

The method according to Claim 1 , further comprising the steps of creating a one- 
to-many attribute in said delivery order, (col 3: lines 30-31) 
Referring to claims 16, 30: 
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The system according to Claim 15, further comprising a means for creating a 
filter, said filter assigned to said second trading partner and configured to query for said 
purchase order based on a designed supplier attribute contained in said purchase 
order, (col 5: lines 26-27) 

7. Claims 14, 28, 41 rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Doyle et al in view over U.S. Pat No. 6,889,197 to Lidow. 

Doyle et al does not explicitly disclose the system is cable of creating a shipment 
using data from two or more purchase orders. 

LidQw discloses in his invention the ability to accumulate customers placed 
orders from customers who are using the same or similar products. The demands are 
then aggregated and supply chain server determines the best method for distributing all 
the products requested, (col 5: lines 32-37) Therefore, it would have been obvious to 
one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Doyle et 
al's invention to include the ability to combine multiple orders into one shipment. One 
would be motivated to perform such a function because it would be more efficient and 
reduces cost when multiple orders of similar items or multiple orders with same address 
are combined in one shipment. 

Conclusion 

8, Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
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§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Rutao Wu whose telephone number is (571)272-3136. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Fri 8-5. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Hayes can be reached on (571)272-6708. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status infomiation for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 
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